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period moved eastwards from southern Russia, perhaps leaving traces of their presence in the monuments still existing in the district of Minussinsk. He also identifies them -with the red-haired, blue-eyed people of the Chotscho frescoes and the speakers of the Tokharian language. But these interesting hypotheses cannot be regarded as proved. It is, however, certain that the Yiieh-chih invaded: India,1, founded the Kushan Empire and were intimately connected (especially in the person of their great king Kanishka) with Gandharan art and the form of Buddhism which finds expression in it. Now the Chinese pilgrim Fa-Hsien (c. 400) found the Hinayana prevalent in Sha&-shan, Kucha, Kashgar, Osh, Udyana and Gandhara. Esiian Chuang also notes its presence in Balkh, Bamian, and Persia. Both notice that the Mahayana was predominant in Khotan though not to the exclusion of the other school. It would appear that in modern language the North-West ^Frontier province of India, Afghanistan, Badakshan (with small adjoining states), the Pamir regions and the Tarim basin all accepted Gandharan Buddhism and at one time formed part of the Kushan Empire.
It is probably to this Gandharan Buddhism that the Chinese pilgrims refer when they speak of the Sarvastivadin school of the Hinayana as prevalent. It is known that this school was closely connected with the Council of Kanishka. Its metaphysics were decidedly not Mahayanist but there is no reason why it should have objected to the veneration of such Bodhisat-tvas as are portrayed in the Gandhara sculptures. An interesting passage in the life of Hsiian Chuang relates that he had a dispute in Kucha with a Mahayanist doctor who maintained that the books called Tsa-hsin, Chu-she, and P'i-sha were sufficient for salvation, and denounced the Yogasastra as heretical, to the great indignation of the pilgrim2 whose practical definition of Mahayanism seems to have been the acceptance of this work,
1 The Later Han Annals say that the Hindus are weaker than the Yiieh-chih and are not accustomed to fight because they are Buddhists. (See Toung Poo, 1910, p. 192.) This seems to imply that the Yiieh-chih were not Buddhists. But even this was the real view of the compiler of the Annals we do not know from what work he took this statement nor to what date it refers.
a See Beal, Life, p. 39, Julien, p. 50. The books mentioned are apparently the Samyuktabhidhannahridaya (Nanjio, 1287), Abhidharma Kosha (Nanjio, 1267), Abhidharma-Vibhasha (Nanjio, 1264) and Yogacaryabhumi (Nanjio, 1170).